Multipara, aged 33. Previous pregnancies: One full time, two premature labours at seven months. Last pregnancy, January, 1902; last menstruation, October 15, 1904 . Patient dated her pregnancy from October 15, 1904 , and expected her confinement on September 24, 1905 . On June 10, 1905, she had a flooding, and on June 24 the liquor amnii was discharged. Labour pains began, and a mass was ""Midwifery," i, p. 30. 2 Guy's Hosp. Rep., Lond., 1847, 2nd ser., v, pp. 105-112; Trans. Path. Soc. Lond. (1846) , 1847, i, p. 130. 'Monatschr. f. Geb. u. Gyn., Berl., 1903, xvii, p. 808; Centralbl. f. Gyn., Leipz., 1904, xxviii, p. 267. Centralbl. f. Gyn., 1904, xxviii, p. 826. F-16 expelled which the midwife who attended her recognized as the placenta. She ligatured and cut the cord, and called in a doctor, who confirmed her diagnosis. No further phenomena, except an offensive purulent discharge, occurred until August 8, 1905, when a substance was discharged which proved to be a toe; whereupon she came to the Bristol Royal Infirmary. On admission a foul discharge, which had lasted for four weeks, was found to be present. Her general condition was extremely bad; she was in a semi-comatose condition. Pulse 132, very weak and small; temperature, 99.80 F. On abdominal examination a tumour was found equal in size to a six months' pregnancy, dull on percussion, not fluctuating; very hard, and containing numerous nodules and lumps, apparently of bone. Bony crepitation was felt on pressure on the right side, but the position of the foetus (?) could not be ascertained.
On vaginal examination much very offensive discharge. referred to had shown that this might happen at any period of pregnancy; and the dead child might be retained an indefinite time in utero. (b) Some people thought that in a healthy pregnancy with a living child labour might begin at the proper time, and then not be completed, the child subsequently dying, and being retained in utero. He (Dr. Herman) did not believe, that any such thing had ever occurred. (c) Delivery might be opposed by some insuperable obstacle, and the child might in consequence be retained in utero. He had seen one such case, and read of another. He saw in 1886 a patient, then aged 37, who had suffered for twelve years from uterine tumours, believed by him and by those who had seen her-among them Dr. Robert Barnes, Dr. Graily Hewitt and Sir Spencer Wells-to be uterine fibroids. Her last menstruation was in the first week in June, 1886. She was constantly sick. There was in August a nodular tumour reaching two-thirds of the distance between the umbilicus and the ensiform cartilage. The 
